Although the synthesis of the title compound, (I), was already reported (Rajesh & Periasamy, 1999) , the reported NMR data were incorrect. Thus, we report herein the molecular structure of the title compound and revise its NMR data. The five-membered ring and four bonds derived from the each of carbon atoms in the five-membered ring are situated in a planar geometry, as was observed in the tetraphenylcyclopentadienone (Barnes et al., 1991) . Bond alternation of the C-C bonds in the five-membered ring of (I) is found, as was observed in other cyclopentadienones (Barnes et al., 1991; Ruffani et al., 2006) . The C1-O1 distance (1.2139 (15) Å) in (I), is quite similar to that found in the tetraphenyl derivative (Barnes et al., 1991) .
In the title compound, C 23 H 28 OSi 2 , the five-membered ring is essentially planar and the phenyl rings are oriented with respect to the mean plane of this ring by 56.01 (3) and 56.68 (4) .
Related literature
For a previous report of the synthesis of the title compound, see: Rajesh & Periasamy (1999) . For related structures, see: Barnes et al. (1991) ; Ruffani et al. (2006) .
Experimental
Crystal data C 23 H 28 OSi 2 M r = 376.63 Orthorhombic, P2 1 2 1 2 1 a = 9.8418 (6) Å b = 11.8041 (7) Å c = 19.0181 (12) Å V = 2209.4 (2) Å 3 Z = 4 Mo K radiation = 0.17 mm À1 T = 103 (3) Data collection: SMART (Bruker, 2000) ; cell refinement: SAINT (Bruker, 2000) ; data reduction: SAINT; program(s) used to solve structure: SHELXS97 (Sheldrick, 2008); program(s) used to refine structure: SHELXL97 (Sheldrick, 2008); molecular graphics: SHELXTL (Sheldrick, 2008); software used to prepare material for publication: SHELXTL. Refinement. Refinement of F 2 against ALL reflections. The weighted R-factor wR and goodness of fit S are based on F 2 , conventional R-factors R are based on F, with F set to zero for negative F 2 . The threshold expression of F 2 > σ(F 2 ) is used only for calculating Rfactors(gt) etc. and is not relevant to the choice of reflections for refinement. R-factors based on F 2 are statistically about twice as large as those based on F, and R-factors based on ALL data will be even larger. The Flack parameter was not changed after least-square refinement without merging the reflections. When the refinement was carried out using the opposite absolute structure, the Flack parameter was 0.99 (7).
Fractional atomic coordinates and isotropic or equivalent isotropic displacement parameters (Å 2 ) 0.0186 (4) 0.0265 (4) 0.0366 (5) −0.0041 (4) 0.0035 (4) −0.0071 (4) C2 0.0175 (5) 0.0178 (5) 0.0188 (5) 0.0023 (4) −0.0003 (4) −0.0005 (4) C15 0.0209 (5) 0.0197 (5) 0.0164 (5) −0.0020 (5) 0.0017 (4) −0.0011 (4) C7 0.0289 (6) 0.0320 (7) 0.0257 (6) −0.0020 (6) 0.0058 (5) −0.0061 (5) C3 0.0185 (5) 0.0167 (5) 0.0175 (5) 0.0021 (4) −0.0003 (4) 0.0020 (4) C6 0.0322 (6) 0.0188 (6) 0.0291 (6) −0.0009 (5) 0.0004 (5) −0.0004 (4) C16 0.0236 (6) 0.0232 (6) 0.0220 (5) −0.0004 (5) −0.0011 (5) −0.0002 (5) C12 0.0178 (5) 0.0358 (7) 0.0253 (6) −0.0019 (5) 0.0025 (5) 0.0021 (5) C9 0.0171 (5) 0.0196 (5) 0.0175 (5) −0.0005 (4) −0.0025 (4) −0.0023 (4) C10 0.0200 (5) 0.0204 (5) 0.0224 (5) −0.0003 (5) −0.0006 (4) 0.0025 (4) C14 0.0232 (6) 0.0230 (6) 0.0219 (6) 0.0017 (5) 0.0000 (5) 0.0042 (4) C4 0.0216 (6) 0.0166 (5) 0.0162 (5) 0.0022 (4) −0.0010 (4) 0.0015 (4) C18 0.0361 (7) 0.0251 (6) 0.0256 (6) −0.0110 (5) 0.0011 (6) −0.0062 (5) C8 0.0267 (6) 0.0374 (7) 0.0315 (7) 0.0009 (6) −0.0092 (5) −0.0060 (6) C1 0.0180 (5) 0.0190 (5) 0.0202 (5) 0.0028 (4) −0.0005 (4) 0.0008 (4) C20 0.0265 (6) 0.0207 (6) 0.0211 (5) −0.0003 (5) −0.0004 (5) −0.0003 (5) C22 0.0341 (7) 0.0291 (6) 0.0367 (7 
